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of the United States in the region and threat-
en vital interests of the national security, for-
eign policy, and economy of the United
States. For these reasons, I have determined
that I must continue the declaration of na-
tional emergency with respect to Iran nec-
essary to maintain comprehensive sanctions
against Iran to respond to this threat.

George W. Bush

The White House,
March 13, 2001.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting a Report on the
National Emergency With Respect
to Iran
March 13, 2001

To the Congress of the United States:
As required by section 401(c) of the Na-

tional Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c),
section 204(c) of the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C.
1703(c), and section 505(c) of the Inter-
national Security and Development
Cooperation Act of 1985, 22 U.S.C. 2349aa-
9(c), I transmit herewith a 6-month periodic
report on the national emergency with re-
spect to Iran that was declared in Executive
Order 12957 of March 15, 1995.

George W. Bush

The White House,
March 13, 2001.

Letter to Members of the Senate on
the Kyoto Protocol on Climate
Change
March 13, 2001

Dear lllll :
Thank you for your letter of March 6,

2001, asking for the Administration’s views
on global climate change, in particular the
Kyoto Protocol and efforts to regulate carbon
dioxide under the Clean Air Act. My Admin-
istration takes the issue of global climate
change very seriously.

As you know, I oppose the Kyoto Protocol
because it exempts 80 percent of the world,
including major population centers such as

China and India, from compliance, and
would cause serious harm to the U.S. econ-
omy. The Senate’s vote, 95–0, shows that
there is a clear consensus that the Kyoto Pro-
tocol is an unfair and ineffective means of
addressing global climate change concerns.

As you also know, I support a comprehen-
sive and balanced national energy policy that
takes into account the importance of improv-
ing air quality. Consistent with this balanced
approach, I intend to work with the Congress
on a multipollutant strategy to require power
plants to reduce emissions of sulfur dioxide,
nitrogen oxides, and mercury. Any such strat-
egy would include phasing in reductions over
a reasonable period of time, providing regu-
latory certainty, and offering market-based
incentives to help industry meet the targets.
I do not believe, however, that the govern-
ment should impose on power plants manda-
tory emissions reductions for carbon dioxide,
which is not a ‘‘pollutant’’ under the Clean
Air Act.

A recently released Department of Energy
Report, ‘‘Analysis of Strategies for Reducing
Multiple Emissions from Power Plants,’’ con-
cluded that including caps on carbon dioxide
emissions as part of a multiple emissions
strategy would lead to an even more dramatic
shift from coal to natural gas for electric
power generation and significantly higher
electricity prices compared to scenarios in
which only sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides
were reduced.

This is important new information that
warrants a reevaluation, especially at a time
of rising energy prices and a serious energy
shortage. Coal generates more than half of
America’s electricity supply. At a time when
California has already experienced energy
shortages, and other Western states are wor-
ried about price and availability of energy this
summer, we must be very careful not to take
actions that could harm consumers. This is
especially true given the incomplete state of
scientific knowledge of the causes of, and so-
lutions to, global climate change and the lack
of commercially available technologies for re-
moving and storing carbon dioxide.

Consistent with these concerns, we will
continue to fully examine global climate
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